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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

The examiner notes this is a Supplemental Final Rejection replacing the Final Rejection 
mailed on 8/3/2010. This Supplemental Final Rejection addresses the correction to the 
Llff et al. Reference, more specifically correction was made with respect to the 
Reference No. of Liffetal. (US 6,068,156). 

Applicant's arguments, see Amendment After Final, filed 7/19/2010, with respect 
to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 under 35 U.S.C. 103 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Renz et al. (US 7,222,786 
B2) in view of Frederick (US 6,1 1 2,502) and Liff et al. (US 6,068,1 56). 

Official Notice 

The examiner notes the applicant has not traversed the Official Notice taken with 
respect to claims 2, 4, and 28, therefore the subject matter of the Official Notice taken 
on 9/30/2009 has been noted to be admitted prior art. Further the examiner notes claim 
4 includes the current amended subject matter which has required a new Official Notice 
to be provided. 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,657 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3627 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-5, 25, and 28 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 

The examiner notes the amendment to the claim "in response to generating the 
restocking order, automatically generating a restocking package at the restocking 
storage location to fulfill the restocking order" causes the claim to be indefinite. The 
examiner notes the claim recites the limitation "the restocking location" which should be 
"a restocking location." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. Appropriate action is requested. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Renz et al. (US 7,222,786 B2) in view of Frederick (US 6,1 1 2,502) and Liff et al. 
(US 6,068,156). 

Claim 1 

Renz discloses a computer-implemented method (see at least, abstract: the examiner 
notes software on instructions operable to cause a programmable processor to receive 
inventory data relating to stock in an inventory), comprising: 

generating, via a computing device, data representative of an item bought at a 
plurality of decentralized locations (see at least, col. 6, lines 6-17: the examiner notes 
the IEWA receives shelf quantity data from a shelf monitoring program); 

transmitting said data representative of the item to a centralized computing 
system (see at least, col. 6, lines 6-17: the examiner notes the IEWA receives shelf 
quantity data from a shelf monitoring program); 

electronically determining if a first quantity of the item stored at the decentralized 
location is below a first predetermined level (see at least, col. 6, lines 6-20: the 
examiner notes when the quantity of items on the shelf reach a certain level the IEWA 
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sends a message (e.g. a form or determining quantity of an item is below a 
predetermined level); 

automatically generating a restocking order to restock the item at the 
decentralized storage location in response to the first quantity of item stored at the 
decentralized location being below a first predetermined level (see at least, col. 6, lines 
6-20: the examiner notes when the quantity of items on the shelf reach a certain level 
the IEWA sends a message (e.g. a form or determining quantity of an item is below a 
predetermined level and generating an order)); 

in response to fulfillment of the restocking order (see at least, col. 6, lines 27-35: 
the examiner notes a store is able to replenish its shelf with items), electronically 
determining if a second quantity of the item stored at the restocking storage location is 
below a second predetermined level (see at least, col. 6, lines 36-46 and col. 6, lines 
56-col. 7, lines 14: the examiner notes a restocking storage location (e.g. warehouse) 
uses a IEWA that once an item is transferred from the warehouse determines when to 
order additional stock of that item); 

automatically generating, a purchase order ordering a third quantity of the item in 
response to the second quantity of the item stored at the restocking storage location 
being below the second predetermined level (see at least, col. 6, lines 36-46 and col. 6, 
lines 56-col. 7, lines 14: the examiner notes a restocking location (e.g. warehouse) uses 
a IEWA that once an item is transferred from the warehouse determines when to order 
additional stock (automatically generating an order of quantity) of that item and col. 9, 
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lines 17-20: the examiner notes the IEWA (e.g. agent) can tell a manufactory to build 
more products (e.g. order)); 

and transmitting the purchase order to a distributor computing system (see at 
least, (see at least, col. 6, lines 36-46 and col. 6, lines 56-col. 7, lines 14: the examiner 
notes a restocking location (e.g. warehouse) uses a IEWA that once an item is 
transferred from the warehouse determines when to order additional stock 
(automatically generating an order of quantity) of that item and col. 9, lines 17-20: the 
examiner notes the IEWA (e.g. agent) can tell a manufactory to build more products 
(e.g. order)). 

Renz fails to disclose an item dispensed from one of a plurality decentralized 
storage locations and in response to generating the restocking order, automatically 
generating a restocking package at the restocking storage location to fulfill the 
restocking order. 

However Frederick discloses monitoring the inventory of an item dispensed from 
one of a plurality decentralized storage locations (see at least, abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Renz's decentralized locations to include 
monitoring the inventory of an item dispensed from one of a plurality decentralized 
storage locations as taught by Frederick. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to combine the teachings in order to provide an indication of what items 
have been used so that supplies may be replenished before depletion (see at least, 
Frederick, col. 2, lines 25-31). 
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However Liff discloses in response to generating the restocking order, 
automatically generating a restocking package at the restocking storage location to fulfill 
the restocking order (see at least, col. 12, lines 46-60: the examiner notes an automated 
drug distribution system for maintaining the inventory at RCD sites and a drug packager 
who fulfills the stock (e.g. see col. 13, lines 13-18) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Renz's decentralized locations to include 
in response to generating the restocking order, automatically generating a restocking 
package at the restocking storage location to fulfill the restocking order as taught by Liff. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings in 
order to provide automated maintaining of inventory to lower costs associated with 
personal (see at least, Liff, col. 1 , lines 13-23). 

Claim 3 

Renz discloses wherein the centralizing computing system comprises an online data 
exchange system that transmits the purchase order to the distributor computing system 
(see at least, FIG. 2 the examiner notes the IEWA transmits data to the 
planning/execution module which transmits data to the manufacturing facility (e.g. 
distributor computing system) or the distribution center (e.g. restocking storage location) 
and col. 3, lines 14-26: the examiner notes computer systems coupled over a network 
and col. 6, lines 6-col. 7, lines 14). 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,657 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3627 

Claim 25 

Renz discloses decentralized locations fails to disclose wherein the storage location 
comprises a cabinet. 

However Frederick discloses wherein the storage location comprises a cabinet 
(see at least, FIG. 40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Renz's decentralized locations to include 
wherein the storage location comprises a cabinet as taught by Frederick. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings in order to 
provide an indication of what items have been used so that supplies may be replenished 
before depletion (see at least, Frederick, col. 2, lines 25-31). 

Claims 2, 4 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Renz et al. (US 7,222,786 B2) in view of Frederick (US 6,1 12,502) and Lift et al. 
(US 6,068,156) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Examiner's Official 
Notice 

Claim 2 

The examiner notes Renz in view of Frederick and Liff fail to disclose causing display of 
said purchase order, before transmitting said purchase order to the distribution center. 

The examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the inventory 
arts to have a manager/supervisor use a computer system that display's an order of 
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items needing approval before transmission of the order of items to a 
seller/warehouse/manufacturer (e.g. manager terminal receives a purchase order for 
items and then approves the purchase order of items after visually viewing the order). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Renz in view of Frederick and Liff to 
include the features as taught by the Examiner's Official Notice. One of ordinary skill in 
the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings of the Examiner's Official 
Notice to Renz in view of Frederick in order to provide approval of an order by a 
managing entity to assure that only the items needed are ordered in order to save on 
inventory spending costs. 

Claim 4 and 28 

Renz in view of Frederick and Liff fail to disclose further comprising receiving (a) 
notification that items in the purchase order have been shipped and (b) barcode 
information associated with the shipment, wherein the barcode information identifies the 
items in the purchase order. With respect to claim 28, the examiner notes Renz 
discloses receiving, via the distributor computing system, the purchase order from the 
centralized computing system and automatically assembling the items identified in the 
purchase order (see at least, FIG. 2 the examiner notes the IEWA transmits data to the 
planning/execution module which transmits data to the manufacturing facility (e.g. 
distributor computing system) or the distribution center (e.g. restocking storage location) 
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and col. 3, lines 14-26: the examiner notes computer systems coupled over a network 
and col. 6, lines 6-col. 7, lines 14) 

The examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the shipping 
arts to send an email containing notification items have shipped and further allow the 
bar code information be associated with the shipment and identify items in the purchase 
order 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Renz in view of Frederick and Liff to 
include the features as taught by the Examiner's Official Notice. One of ordinary skill in 
the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings of the Examiner's Official 
Notice to Renz in view of Frederick in order to provide a consumer with a simple to use 
identifier for shipping and inventory management. 

Claim 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Renz et 
al. (US 7,222,786 B2) in view of Frederick (US 6,1 1 2,502) and Liff et al. (US 6,068,1 56) 
and Examiner's Official Notice as applied to claim 4 above, and further in view of Lester 
et al.(US 6,021,392) 

Claim 5 

Renz in view of Frederick and Liff and Examiner's Official Notice fail to disclose further 
comprising receiving barcode information form a scan of the barcode at the restocking 
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location after receiving the shipment and update the second quantity of items stored at 
the restocking storage location. 

However Lester discloses receiving barcode information from a scan of barcode 
once an order is received at a location and updating the quantity of items stored at the 
at the location (see at least, col. 2, lines 54-col. 3, lines 5: the examiner notes the 
barcodes may be scanned to track what drugs and quantities arrived). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Renz in view of Frederick and Lunak and 
Examiner's Official Notice to include receiving barcode information from a scan of 
barcode once an order is received at a location and updating the quantity of items 
stored at the at the location as taught by Lester. One of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to combine the teachings in order to track the items received at a 
given location (see at least, Lester, col. 2, lines 54-col. 3, lines 5). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,657 Page 12 

Art Unit: 3627 

mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asfand M. Sheikh whose telephone number is (571)272- 
1466. The examiner can normally be reached on 9a-5p. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan M. Zeender can be reached on (571)272-6790. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Asfand M Sheikh/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3627 
10/19/2010 



